1 C \0 V.s~* s w 1 v ^ vi, I 111 1 1 . c ^'v'-C 

v.n C p ^ <_S Mi! ^ s S " v, v ^O " T > N s 

eren< (espouse e . < e 

s I v > c ■ ed i recite * avity is a 'tapered < 

Suppoi ma? ?e g s - <: e « e narrowed ..ore 200 

collective!) !i sat ip d ca\ I 

Claims 32 and 33 have been amended to remove "elastic." 

Claim 37 has bee end* ependc s ended 

Claim 20 except for the flexible polymer envelope .from Claim 20 now being referred to as a 
sic jaipati ie ibric em lore s orig ly ret te< i CI; i 37 

A e > <\ a v 1 x . o , ! 

The Specification stands objected to because of confusion between the amendment to 
^ _ i ^ , OP-P, h. \pob.,?tv h \e a\ lotcO m,Je the 

intended change to paragraph 100451. Withdrawal of the objection is respectfully requested. 

Claim 37 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 as failing to comply with the written 
description -requirement. The Applicants note the Examiner's helpful comments with respect to 
some apparent eonfus we e polymer em pe and the b compatible fabric' envelope; 
The applicants have ti lendc >1 > independe e e - \ e i e 

i , , > x v t v n OK •> i i ' 

\{ ) > v e \ " , 1 v >v iC.O- ! t j!0 

haw, t ted > \ e Aied C la rr-* 32 ie 33 b 1 v ~ * ' ^ * ^ 
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respectfully submit that this cures the mdeflniteness Issues with respect to both claims. 
. v. - s < ...vsted. 
Claims 20, 22, 23, 25-29, 31-34 and 38 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 over the 
. - n <- . m. e [ < s a < i i <. < \ '\ tw\ 

da ! ed vii treats, a >phr, c > e u ^ i * v d 

esp \ , 1 > , t ere v 7i bin. k 

U > t ^ i i < > c 1 f < i - V S \ J i < V 

I he rejection frankly acknowledges that Jahug fails to disclose thai the flexible envelope 
polymer en > espec hn 20. The Appii £ twsve e A cant 

respectfully submit that Jahng tails to disclose additional aspects of Claim 20, hi that regard, the 
rejection siaies C >ig discloses structure that "at least p; ti> rcce ves ic cable v\ th a 
v < t a f s t \ u r < u\ u v ^e <- <■ wk t 

owed zon ed end of rig g end ret 

Applicants resp< s ierpre zone bein| 

an opersre v ' \~ < > o * • - - > 1 . v o'et jn of 

»< - 'ruling Rde;, ^ "' < v >s 

^ - \ <. I e - t ' i > v to 

00 K s } 5 r v S (. , ^ > ... S ! ^ , L v f . - < ! 

~ -. c C ^ i , a sv / i v " ^ cc 'one 3% 

o t m t t o s v n v f d a 1 " v s ! ^ I nf c t t > w , • v w 'K \ii ."\ open 

end and one closed end. However, there is no widened zone and no narrowed zone in a cylinder. 
Any interpretation to the contrary is a complete distortion of the ordinary ass of such terms as 
v l ! c e m i c •* i i si \ <■ 
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submit that Jahng is inapplicable and thai importing the teachings of Baumgarmer into Jahng 
would not cure this deficiency. 

!, J 20 recites vip g the widened > x ^ s 

zone is a tapered ea\ s v <- - tec i < true <. i < e seen in Fig 5 wherein there is a 
sloped or tapered transition from a wide point to a narrow point with a continuous gradient or 
si stvve c 1 one i arm 20 now specifically recites 

that the cavity is a "tapered cavity." 

x \n ,e s e , v , v > v !Vu'o\i( 

^ V , S l . ! v ! ' ^ „ s ^ v V ^ ^xx 

un* i ^ \ ^ t.<. ^e i v 

t is simpi> >nc skilled e cylmJ dure ( 

lalitig with the Applicants* claimed tapered cavity. As a consequence, even if one skilled in the 
art \\c e + o i ipot c gc*tte i'to ahng, the >> ror that 

combination would still result in a cylindricaily shaped cavity as opposed to the Applicants' 
claimed tapered cavity, Withdrawal of die rejection is respectfully requested. 

v v < < ^ ^ S v §103 unues t 

witli ! fe naigarmer ond jahng. I ' t \ y.x s - wuev -u iy t . 1 v a N f> ponide 

additional disclosure, teachings or suggestions thai would cure the deficiencies set forth above 

V- <_< tu ^ > c v SUi - v > < % - w <.^wd 

Claim 35 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 under the further combination of 
I x i d y v TMih. y v i rxv i t c.kW n s 

U p n w v ieaci s gs n s - w a cure x xck. s se 
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forth above with respect 10 Baumgartner and Jahng. Withdrawal of ihe c is l^./j \ 
requested. 

Claim 36 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 under the further combination of Sherman 
with Baumgartner and Jahng. The Applicants respectfully submit thai Sherman tails to provide 

d N i. v < ^ U - v - v. . s. , - <• 0 ^ O'vC 

v, th -\ , c 1 \\ hhdrewai t <i the ;\aec e<.peci eq>K >t 

(1 m r Mfn .a.i ua N ^t * ' iL v ^ v i k 
wAs ha^^.iUrer a.sd jVhng - i 

additional disclosure, teachings or suggestions that would cure the deficiencies set forth, above 

! S (_S , v. ^ i s - i I ^ it 1 

In ighto c eg! ie he ipp ai re jeetf s si mil ; he entire \ plication is 
ow in condi « » e, wbic espectfully requestec 



Reg. No. 31,750 
Attorney for Applicants 
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